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For  Benedict  the  major  problems  in  the  study  of  a  part¬ 


icular  people  are:  the  the  making  of  an  adequate  descriptive  state- 
\  fif  their  culture  and  the  understanding  of  cultural  dynamics.  3r $fr' 
e.i  ve— Benedict  v>oii^-d  c  onsider5 these  general  problems  the 

S*c«A  I 

task  of  all  of -Janthr  opology  and- part  i  rnlarlsr  the  rrou.p  she  harp 
mtip-  to— he  part  rr e.  In  this  paper  the  problems  are  of  a  less  gem- 
eral  nature,  for  here  she  is  attempting  to  discern  why  the  Pueblo 
Indians  of  the  Southwest  are  so  strongly  differentiated  in  their 

1  d  <-■<  S 

behavoir/from  the  suri  ounding  groups.  The  key,  she  br^Tc  Trb  e ,  should 
be  found  in  their  ritual  activities  which  are  so  characteristic 
of  their  lives.  However,  a  study  of  the  ritual  of  the  Pueblo  and 

that  of  other  neoples  leads  her  to  beleive  that  it  is  something 

*r  r~jpuSZ 

more  f undimental  than  mere  rituaD^U^grt — llieue  outturns — TntTTdff  f- 

Lnnels.  Th e‘*rrr~tira:t i on-  b c  1  n g  t. h a t  these  f ormaJLized ^activities 


are  often  qirrbe--s4mldaj:  in  form  ,-.but  as  far*  as  individual  be- 


havior  is  -e-onoerned, — motivated  by  quite  different  ori-ves. 

In  attempting  to  account  for  this  difference  Benedict 

3 

sets  up  hypotheses  which  she  beleives  may  solve  the  problem. 

,8,1 00,  'givco  a, method  for  understanding  a  culturi.  j.Uu  Its  ...uHui-e 


dyascrSics  .HeieT  we~B~5~e  DenedicL  ayrily  iirg— aa-i  en  t,  i  f  i  c  methodo  t-cq 
humaar'I^lations .  ^ 
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M  appeal  u  that '  sne  nas  three  ms.i  or_iaa.7'i<) i.not^rr-r— trino  first 
as  umption  is  that  every  group  v/ill  select  certain  traits  and 
that  these  traits  are  integrated  into  a  pattern  or  c onfiguiati w. 
Secondly,  the  pattern  and  the  selection  of  traits  is  controlled  by 
an  ethnos  or  psychological  type  which  integrates  them  progress¬ 
ively  •  *  5^ois--laT&t~~a^umiotiQn  T  nrM,  w  ■w.nrj  by 

Thomas  and — o.th p t  .s an d  i s nothing  uew  cj unueptually.  The  final  assump- 
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tion  is  methodological,  she  beleives  these  psychological  types  may 
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be  classified  as  existing  between  diametrically  different  ways 
'of  an iving  at  at  the  values  of  existence’. 


These  two  extreme  psychologiaal  types  -suia  <?a  1  i-^ri  Dionysian 
and  Apolronian  (  this  classification  has  been  derived  f i om  Hietsche) 
The  Dionysian  individual  might  be  briefly  described  as  an  escapist 
whose  most  valued  moments  are  found  outside  of  the  boundries  imposed 
upon  him  by  his  senses.  He  desires  to  leach  psychological  states 
by  excesses  that  are  above  and  beyond  the  ties  of  his  everyday  life. 
The  Apollonian  is  the  conservative  type  who  sticks  to  the  middle  of 
the  road.  His  greatest  satisfaction  is  in  being  a  stable  individual 
who  maintains  control  ovex  any  disruptive  psychologiaal  state.  Tfresr? 

.in  giht  p-j-rhnl  pr-jr  -|  1  typrn  'night ^  r  1  rn  n  +  ^  t.yppp— — 

The  pratical  application  of  Benedictt’s  thesis  might  be 
summed  the  behavoir  the  individual  exhibits  in  various 

i  in  ■■■ 111  jnr  r-  _ 

social  situations  determines  the  psychological  type  representive  of 


1.  These  assumption  ere  not  discernible  .in  this  article  so  I  took 

them  from  Benedict’s  latter  works. 
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r  their  culture.  In  this  particular  article  she  uses  as  an  example 
the  type  of  behavoir  the  Pueblo  of  the  Southwest  shows  in  various 
i  itual  activities.  In  all  the  cases  which  she  cites  the  Pueblo 
exhibit  a  typical  Apollonian  behavcur.  All  the  groups  ar/bund  the 
Pueblo  show  a  Dionysian  type  of  behavoir.  Also,  the  traits  adopted 
historically  must  be  adaptable  to  the  psychological  type  of  ^ f '' 
that  culture.  For  instance  ,  the  Pueblo  never  adopted  the  peyote 
cult  though  they  wei e  in  contact  with  groups  having  this  cult.  The 
Dionysian  Pima,  a  neighboring  group,  did  take  up  this  cult.  In  my 
opinion  ,  the  factual  matter  of  this  article  seems  to  confirm  her 
01  iginal  assumption.-. 

However,  this  particular  method  of  determing  these  psych- 
ological  types  is  open  to  criticism.  Ti^pec i&iliy  since  we  are 
interested  in  ant hi opological  methods  and  particularly  the  piocess 
employed  in  in  obtaining  certain  significant  social  facts.  In  the 
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material  under  dis^fcusion  and  in  all  her  latter  articles  the  process 

r  1-ir  lin  <bj>  discerni^these  psychological  types  in  a  social 

structure  is  not  clear.  If  we  weie  to  study  the  Eskimo  who  have  a 

Co*'  \  d 

minimum  of  formalized  activity  cpn  e  expect  to  derive  as  easily 
our  our  psychological  type  from  behav/Dir  in  ritual,  as  fn  the  case 
of  the  Pueblo?  A-loo , — in  stuMco  ■•+•»£  model n  SQoleTy  5lie  Jerivc.o  hoj 

ft 

psychological  types  uy  ubb"rT~v.i,hg  behavoir  in  the  economic  nye-Wm. 

7/hat  part  of  society  should  we  study  and  under  what  should  we  study 
one  pai t  in  preference  to  another?  These  questions  I  beleive  Benedict 
should  say  something  about. 
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The  second  critizism  would  be  of  her  statement  that  the 
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culture  dynamics  of  a  culture  can  best  be  under stood  by  using  her 
methods  and  assumption  .  In  my  opinion  certain  phenomna  of  culture 
of  cultuie  dynamics  can  not  be  seen  by  her  process.  Benedicts 
studies  may  give  us  excellent  generalizations  about  acculturation 
but  they  will  tell  us^Little  about  the  part  of  culture  dynamics 
that  involve^ the— rider  aspects  of  culture  phenomna  that  deal  with 

Cl  p 

the  totality  of  culture  and  *laws  of  human  behavoir  and  social 
change*  .  T-t.  r irn-ars  that  she  fipfinpp  on!  t n  •  a-  ri^nryfyiwc  r,  n  mn^nina 


acculturat mn--wh-t-rh  ~l~s  bo 
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limited  d'eTTn  i  L  ;  01 i  u  f  t  h  c  v;  o  r  -■  -  r,  d. 
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hut,  ajpr-r t.  of  a  larger  phenomna  hich  others  have  call^ri  ^nlt.iirp 
dymuirrrs 

The  final  criticism  comes  concerning  her  use  o-f  the  psych¬ 
ological  data.  The  ' inf erence  throu^jout  the  article  that  culture  \v4. 
traits  and  the  aquisition  of  new  culture  traits  are  governed  by  the  ^ 
e>tfen os  psychological  type  in  a  culture.  This  is  in  direct  oppo- 
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sition  to  the  theory  of  the  psychologists  who  maintain  that  b  hav- 

of 

oir  and  psychological  types  usually  are  reflections  and  governed  by 
the.  social  and  natural  environmental  s  ituations^ii!. 


1 
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In  conclusion  let  me  say  that  Benedicts  type  of  study 
-.  ill  make  a  lar gerycontribution  to  social"  psychology  than  to  anthro- 


* -  oology .  Nevertheless  ipher  work  will  be  use  to  anthr  opologi  sts* 
and  the  outstanding  aspect  still  remains  the  applying  of  scientific 
m  thod  to  social  data. 
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T3ae-  main  'grob lr«m t  Benedict  f  miOhj  t  o  ■ 
prfcU*'***  in  the  study  of  a  particular  people  are:  the  making  of  a  descrip- 
tive  staement  of  a  culture,  and  the  understanding  of  cultural 
dynamics.  I  believe  that  Benedict  would  call  the  solving  of  these 
general  problems  the  task  of  all  of  anthropology.  In  this  parti¬ 
cular  paper  the  problems  are  of  a  less  genera,!  nature  ;f or  here 


she  is  attempting  to  fi 

r>, 


why  the  Pueblo  Indians  are  strongly 


dif f erentiated/jfr om  ttwt'Uf  the  surrounding  people.  The  key,  she 
feels,  should  be  found  in  their  ritualized  activities  v/hich  are  © 

characteristic  of  their  lives.  However,  a  study  of  the.^r  ritual 

t.  A  «\  t 

and  MjmmmmAmmk  of  other  peoples  leads  her  to  believe  that  it  is 
something  deeper  and  more  fundamental  than  mere  ritual  that  guides 
these  cultures  as  these  formalized  activities  are  often*1  quite  sim¬ 
ilar,  but  as  far  as  individual  behavior  is  concerned,  quite  dif¬ 
ferent. 

In  attempting  to  account  for  this  Benedict 

sets  up  hypotheses  which  she  believes  may  solve  her^problem  t 
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—  in  give  a  method  for  understanding  a  culture  and  its  cult- 
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ure  dynamics.  Here  we  see  Benedict  ^  f  * ntr. v*—a. ±. t. & p t 

;  nti  w  f  human  relations. 
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Hcwref-,  inL  im.  ,.^af  +n~|inp  a.  r  si  nap*,  i  nrm  .  The  first  as¬ 
sumption  is  that  every  group  will  select  cetfain  traits  and 
that  these  traits  are  integrated  into  a  pattern  or  configuration. 

t-fi.  ->f 

g h ,  Thefcbfi* pattern^  and  the  selection  of  traits  is  controlled  by 

ethnos  oi  psychological  type  ttet  integrates  them  progressively. 
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^>VThe«^  last  assumptions,  I  might  add,  often  usedby  Thomas 

k  t»v*  J 

and  others  and  not  exactly  The  final  assumption  is 


h 


methodological,,  in  thertshe  believes  WmsL  these  psychological  types 

diametrically  different  v/ay^^**^'' 


may  be  classified  i> 

of  arriving  at  the  values  of  existence. 

These  two  extreme  psychological  types  axe  called  Dion- 
ysian  and  Apollonian  (this  classification  from  Nietsche). 


The  Dionysian  individual  might  be  briefly  desci ibed  a^an  escap¬ 
ist  whose  most  valued  moments  are  foundoutside  of, theboundaries 

W^VNV,.  ,  M  tf- 

imposed  &**.  him  by  his  senses'aawt  desires  to  reach  psychological 
states  by  excess  that  are  above  andbeyond  the  ties  of  his  every¬ 
day  lifel  TfietApclloriian  is&fche ' conservative  type  who  stlteksto 

to  the  middle  of,  the  road*  9.<^-,TTrhfVfiA.  greatest  satisfaction  is  f%v 

being 

being  a  rgiurl  stable  individual  who  maintains  control  over  any 


disruptive  psychological  state.  These  two  psychological  types nig 

might. l^FTOllLd  ideal  types.  >  .  *  f  \ 

T P  .UpC  hc*  w  * 

How  ths  "'Til  H  i  vi  dnftl  a. -in.  a  par  t  ic  ul ajXi «o  1 ITCV  can, 

be  Ty  ill,  ilwbi  i  lihr  n  i n •  'n 1 1 r  1 1 1>,  I  n~Tr Trr itTTf  by  psycho- 


part 


type 
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the  Pueblo  of  the  Southwest  shows  in  various  litual  activities. 
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Leslie  A.  ^hite  does  concerning  the  coorelation  of  social  evolution 

/  $  !  *  ■  jF  sf  M 

ar»  technological  evolution.  Benedicts  studies  may  give  us  fine  gener- 

alizations  about  the  individual  and  society  hut  they  tell  us  very 

and  part  of  cultuie  dynamics  that  involve  the  wider  aspects  of 

cultual  phenomna  that  deal  v.iththe  totality  of  culture  and  "laws 

of  human  hehavoir" .  ^  cX  I  V>  sAt  ^ 

^  j  ^  It  u  y  4  i-  < »  ‘vKkA  4  »ni  1 1 » "n  .A  tne  u>c< 

?£re  final  ciitizism  comes  concerning  her  use  of  psych- 
TA  -t  <»*  ftv 

olcgical  data . _ It. i  r  inf  e.is.»d  rhru  out  the  article  that  the  culture 

traits  and  the  axxuii-uig  of  nev/  culture  traits  aro1 --e-e-f lee  trcrrty  an d 
cm  4.  governed  by  the  ethnos  or  psychological  type  in  a  culture.  This  is 
direct  opposition  to  the  isassa*  of  the  psychologists  who  tell  us 


that  behavoir  and  .psychological  types  usually  are  reflections  of 
the  socia.l  and  environmental  situations. 


In  conclusion  let  me  say  that  Benedicts  type  of  study 
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tZBSoasaifigy .  H ow ever  , — frh*»-Xi-n — thing  y 


srfcTal.  ^  _ 
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ahetrk  her  studies  still  remains  the  attempt  to  he  scientific  ^ 


social  data. 
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It  appears  that  she  has 


14- -BO -kapp eus  that  jin  all  thebases/he  ga - .  the  Pueblo  shows 

typical  Apolloniajn  behavior.  All  around  the  Pueblo  show 

Di^ny4iA^  ^|havlor*  Also,  the  trait^dopted  historically  must  £*-■ 

the  psychological  type  of  that  culture.  £!&* s,  the 
Pueblo  never  adopted  the  peyote  cult  although  they  were/m  contact 
with  groups  hav  ng  this  cult.  the  Dyonysian  Pima^did  adoot 

this  cult. , The  factual  matter  of  this  article  seems  to  bi 


her  orginal  assumptions,  as  ^el r*^^F^rTFe^rfre tfttHT  by  "wfiTeh 
these  partio4^r”-xhat' 'treTcn^  to  particular  cultures  may  be 
disc over ed . 

o-f  jeiC'fkr-HC? 

However,  this  particular  method  finding  out  these 

psychological  types  is  open  to  ciitizism.  Especially  so  since 

I  am  interested  in  anthropological  methods  and  .particularly 

Q  >*\y>)nye J 

the  piocesses  tJaate-lA— Lts e.d  in  getting  certain  significant  social 

t>  hy  *** 

facts.  In  Befta^yLosts  a^1?lre5£l*»  and  all  her  latter  articles  the 

and  how 

process  of  where  *4°  §mr  these  psychological  types  in  a 

social  structutre  is  not  clear.  If  we  were  to  study  the  Eskimo 
who  he  ve  a  minimum  of  formalized  activity  can  we  expect  to  derive 
as  easily  our  psychological  type  from  behavoir  in  ritual  as  from 

'  HfcMOl*4  *  4  ""•eUir*  r  ^ d  U,*.  v  t  i  f  t.  iv 

the  pueblo^Lf  "¥>o  can  not  -then  V/hat  part  of  the  society  should  we 

limits  ■  ^ 

we  studyYlhese  questions  I  believe  Benedict  should  say  something 
about  - 

The  second  critizism  would  Jbe  of  her  statement  that 
a-riPRn.r  j  pf  j  nn  rf-  t— n  1  turn  r~m1  culture  dynamics  can  best  be  under- 

-wjf  Ojp  I  »>  »o  'p 

stood  by  using  her  methods  and  assumpti ons y^er tain  phenomna  of 
culture  dynamics  can  not  be  seen  by  her  process.  How  could  Bene¬ 


dict  arrive  at  conclusions  about.,  culture  dynamics  of  the  type  that 
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